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The role of the Criminal Justice Statistics Center is to:

Bl Collect, analyze, and report statistical data which provide
valid measures of crime and the criminal justice process.

B Examine these data on an ongoing basis to better describe
crime and the criminal justice system.

B Promote the responsible presentation and use of crime
statistics.
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INTRODUCTION

Homicide in California, 2004 contains information about the crime of homicide and its victims, demographic data on
persons arrested for homicide, and information about the response of the criminal justice system. Information about the
death penalty, the number of peace officers killed in the line of duty, and justifiable homicide is also included.
Additionally, this year's edition of Homicide in California includes an expanded analysis of domestic violence-related
homicide (see pages 21 through 23).

Information displayed in this publication comes from several databases maintained by the California Department of
Justice (DOJ). The primary source of information is the Homicide File, which captures willful and justifiable homicide
crime data. Other databases capture information about persons arrested for homicide, death penalty sentences, and
peace officers killed in the line of duty. The reader should consider that the type of data collected, and the methods
used to collect these data, differ for each data set. Unless otherwise indicated, all calculations are based on the
number of known incidents.

To provide the most valid data possible, the disposition section of this report has been removed. In 2001, Criminal
Justice Statistics Center (CJSC) staff determined that a number of homicide arrests submitted to the DOJ's Automated
Criminal History System (from which adult felony arrest disposition data are extracted) from 1997 to 2001 should have
been submitted as arrests for attempted homicide. In addition, some correctly submitted attempted homicide arrests
were programmatically treated as homicide arrests. As a result, more homicide arrests were counted during these
years than occurred. This caused the percentage of homicide convictions to be too low and the percentage of assault
convictions to be too high. (Both percentages were based on the number of adult felony arrests for homicide for which
dispositions were received.) Based on CJSC staff findings, the reader is advised against using previously published
disposition data from 1997 to 1999. It should be noted that the DOJ has addressed this issue and that the exclusion of
disposition data does not affect crime, arrest, death penalty, nor other data included in this or past reports. When
homicide disposition data are once again determined to be accurate, they will be included in this publication.

Beginning in 2004, the population estimates used to calculate rates are based on revisions of the 2000 census. For
2003 and earlier, these population estimates were based on revisions of the 1990 census. Readers are advised to
exercise care in interpreting changes in percent and rates between decennial census samples, as these census
samples are statistically independent and measure two different populations at two different points in time. In addition,
the "Other" population category now includes the new race/ethnic group of "Multi-racial." The extent to which this new
race/ethnic group affects other population estimates is not known.

CJSC publications available in either printed or electronic format (via the Attorney General's website) are listed on the

inside of the back cover. Customized statistical reports or additional statistical information may be requested by
contacting the CJSC at the numbers or addresses provided there.
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HIGHLIGHTS

HOMICIDE CRIMES (see pages 2-23)

Ij From 1995 to 2004, the homicide crime rate decreased 40.9 percent (11.0 to 6.5). From 2003 to 2004,
homicide crimes decreased 3.0 percent in rate per 100,000 population (6.7 to 6.5). (Source: Table 1.)

Ij Since 1995, homicide rates have declined considerably for both males and females (36.8 and 42.1
percent, respectively). (Source: Table 2.)

Ij Since 1995, the homicide rate for victims aged 18-29 has consistently been the highest of any age group.
(Source: Table4.)

Ij A greater percentage of white victims were female than were Hispanic or black victims. White victims
tended to be older, Hispanic and black victims, younger. (Sources: Tables 8 and 9.)

Ij In 2004, where the victim-offender relationship was known, nearly one-half (48.5 percent) of the victims
were killed by friends or acquaintances. (Source: Table 12.)

Ij Of the 35 counties for which 2004 homicide rates were calculated, San Francisco County experienced the
highest rate per 100,000 population (11.1); San Luis Obispo County experienced the lowest (0.8). (Source:
Table14.)

Ij From 1995 to 2004, the average number of homicides committed during the summer exceeded the
average number committed during any other season. (Source: Table 15.)

Ij In 2004, for all race/ethnic groups, the highest average daily number of homicides occurred on weekends.
(Source: Table 16.)

Ij In 2004, where the contributing circumstance was known, 42.7 percent of homicides were the result of an
argument. (Source: Table 24.)
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HIGHLIGHTS

HOMICIDE ARRESTS (see pages 26-29)

Ij From 1995 to 2004, the homicide arrest rate decreased 37.5 percent (11.2 to 7.0). From 2003 to 2004,
homicide arrests increased 6.1 percent in rate per 100,000 population at risk (6.6 to 7.0). (Source:
Table29.)

d From 1995 to 2004, the overwhelming majority of homicide arrestees and victims were male. (Sources:
Tables 5and 30.)

d From 1995 to 2004, the largest percentage of homicide arrestees and victims were Hispanic. (Sources:
Tables 6 and 31.)

Ij From 1995 to 2004, the largest percentage of homicide arrestees and victims were aged 18-29.

(Sources: Tables 7 and 32.)

DEATH PENALTY SENTENCES (see pages 32-33)

d By the end of 2004, there were 642 persons under sentence of death in California. Of these, 12 were
sentenced in 2004. (Source: Table 35.)

PEACE OFFICERS KILLED IN THE LINE OF DUTY (see pages 36-37)

d Since 1995, there have been 55 peace officers feloniously killed in the line of duty. Four were killed in
2004. (Source: Table N-2.)

d Between 1995 and 2004, the homicide rate for peace officers killed in the line of duty varied from 2.9 to
16.1 per 100,000 sworn law enforcement personnel. (Source: Table 37.)
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CRIMES

HOMICIDE CRIMES Table N-1
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1952-2004
Homicide is defined by the FBI's Uniform Crime Reporting | Number and Rate per 100,000 Population
(UCR) Prqgram asthe V\/,[IIfuI (nonn_e_gllgent) killing of one vear(s) Number Rate
human being by another.” The homicide category
comprises murder and nonnegligent manslaughter. 2004 oo 2,394 6.5
Attempted murder, justifiable homicide, manslaughter by 2003 ..o 2,402 6.7
negligence, and suicide are excluded. Data depicting 2002 .......ccvine 2,392 6.8
homicide in California have been collected and published ;883 """""""""" 31(2)3411 2'3
for 52 years. 1999 .., 2,006 59
1998......cceee. 2,170 6.5
1997 o, 2,579 7.8
From 2003 to 2004 1996 ...ooeevvenne. 2,910 9.0
1995, 3,530 11.0
B Thehomicide rate per 100,000 population iggg ------------------- 2,832 Eg
decreased 3.0 percent (6.7 to 6.5). 1800 3'920 125
. 1991 ..., 3,876 12.6
B Thenumberof homicides decreased 0.3 1990 . 3,562 121
percent (from 2,402 to 2,394). 1989 oo, 3,159 11.0
1988 ..o, 2,947 10.5
1987 .o, 2,929 10.7
Comparing 1995t 2004: 1986 .oovvvooevve 3,030 11.3
1985.....cccceee. 2,781 10.7
B The homicide rate per 100,000 population Lo S eao o8
decreased 40.9 percent (11.0t0 6.5). 1982 oo, 2,778 11.3
1981 ..o, 3,140 13.1
B Thenumberofhomicides decreased 32.2 1980 ..ccoceeen 3,405 14.4
percent (from 3,530 to 2,394). 1979 i 2,941 12.6
1978 ..o, 2,601 11.4
1977 i, 2,481 11.1
1976 ..., 2,214 10.1
1975 .., 2,196 10.2
1974 ..., 1,970 9.3
1973 e, 1,862 8.9
1972 .o, 1,789 8.7
1971 .., 1,633 8.0
1970 ..., 1,355 6.8
1969 ..., 1,376 6.9
1968......cccceeee. 1,171 6.0
1967 .o, 1,051 54
1966 ....covevvnnnns 897 4.7
1965 ....cciiiinnns 892 4.8
Ij 1964 ..o 758 4.2
From 2003 to 2004, the number of iggg ------------------- 23(13 gg
homicides decreased slightly (0.3 percent). 1961 .. 609 37
1960......ccceee. 620 3.9
1959 ..., 515 3.4
1958 .., 547 3.7
1957 o, 497 3.5
1956 ..., 474 3.5
1955 ..., 417 3.2
1954 ... 419 3.3
1953 .., 276 2.3
1952 .., 279 2.4
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Figure 1

VIOLENT CRIMES, 1995-2004
Rate per 100,000 Population
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Source: Table 1.

YEAR

There are four offenses classified as violent crimes by the
FBI: homicide, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated
assault. For comparison, changes in the rates of the four
offensesfollow:
From 2003 to 2004:

B Homicide decreased 3.0 percent (6.7 to 6.5).

B Forcible rape decreased 5.1 percent (27.6 to
26.2).

B Robberydecreased 4.9 percent (177.0to 168.3).
B Aggravated assaultdecreased 5.5 percent
(358.1t0338.5).
Comparing 1995t0 2004:
B Homicide decreased 40.9 percent (11.0t0 6.5).

B Forcible rape decreased 20.4 percent (32.9to
26.2).

B Robbery decreased 48.4 percent (326.2 to
168.3).

B Aggravated assaultdecreased 41.8 percent
(581.2t0338.5).

d On average, the homicide crime rate
per 100,000 population accounted for
approximately 1 percent of the total violent
crime rate from 1995 to 2004 (see Table 1).
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CRIMES

Figures 2, 3, and 4 display homicide rates per 100,000
population for victims classified by gender, race/ethnic
group, and age.

In 2004,

Bl The total homicide rate was 6.5 per 100,000
population.

B The male homicide rate was 5.0 times that of the
female homicide rate (11.0vs. 2.2).

B The black homicide rate was over 12 times that of
whites and over 3 times that of Hispanics (31.6
vs. 2.6 and 8.1, respectively).

Comparing 1995t0 2004:

B The male homicide rate decreased 36.8 percent
and the female homicide rate decreased 42.1
percent.

B The white homicide rate decreased 36.6 percent,
the Hispanic homicide rate decreased 50.9
percent, and the black homicide rate decreased
21.4 percent.

d Since 1995, homicide rates have
declined considerably for both males and
females (down 36.8 and 42.1 percent,
respectively). The homicide rate for blacks
declined annually from 1995 to 1999, but
increased from 2000 to 2004. The homicide
rate for Hispanics declined 50.9 percent from
1995 to 2004.
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Figure 2

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004
By Gender of Victim

Rate per 100,000 Population
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Source: Table 2.

Figure 3

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004
By Race/Ethnic Group of Victim
Rate per 100,000 Population
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Figure 4

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004

By Age of Victim

Rate per 100,000 Population
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In 2004,

B Persons aged 18-29 had the highest homicide
victimization rate (18.0 per 100,000 population).

Comparing 1995t0 2004:

B The homicide rate decreased 50.0 percent for
victims under age 18, 30.2 percent for victims
aged 18-29, 34.7 percent for victims aged 30-39,
and 35.6 percent for victims aged 40 and over.

d Since 1995, the homicide rate for
victims aged 18-29 has consistently been the
highest of any age group.
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CRIMES

In 2004,

B Malesrepresented 83.2 percent of total homicide
victims; they comprised 49.9 percent of the
population.

B Femalesrepresented 16.8 percent of total
homicide victims; they comprised 50.1 percent of
the population.

d The ratio of male to female homicide
victimization has been approximately 4:1.
This ratio represents a consistent historical
trend (see Tables 2 and 5).
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Figure 5
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
By Gender of Victim

FEMALE
16.8%

Source: Table 5.

Figure 6

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

Gender of Victim by Percent of Total Victims
and Percent of Population
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Figure 7
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
By Race/Ethnic Group of Victim
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Source: Table 6.
Note: Percentages do not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Figure 8

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Percent of Total
Victims and Percent of Population
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Sources: Tables 3 and 6.

In 2004,

B Whites represented 17.7 percent of total homicide
victims; they comprised 43.9 percent of the
population.

B Hispanics represented 43.3 percent of total
homicide victims; they comprised 35.2 percent of
the population.

B Blacks represented 32.1 percent of total homicide
victims; they comprised 6.7 percent of the
population.

B The“other”race/ethnic group category

represented 7.0 percent of total homicide victims;
they comprised 14.2 percent of the population.
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CRIMES

In 2004, Figure 9
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
B 11.2 percentof total homicide victims were under | By Age of Victim
age 18; this age group comprised 26.3 percent of
the population.

B 46.4 percent of total homicide victims were aged
18-29; this age group comprised 16.9 percent of
the population.

40 AND OVER
23.8%

B 18.6 percent of total homicide victims were aged
30-39; this age group comprised 15.2 percent of
the population.

B 23.8 percent of total homicide victims were aged
40 and over; this age group comprised 41.5
percent of the population.

Source: Table 7.

Figure 10

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

Age of Victim by Percent of Total Victims
and Percent of Population

46.4%
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Sources: Tables 4 and 7.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

d Since 1995, where the age of the victim
was known, victims aged 18-29 have
accounted for approximately 40 percent of the
homicides (see Table 7).
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Figure 11
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Gender of Victim

WHITE 32.7%

HISPANIC 87.6% 12.4%

I

BLACK 88.0% 12.0%
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Source: Table 8.

Figure 12
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Age of Victim

WHITE H 26.5% 19.0% 48.1%
HISPANIC REXY 55.5% 16.8% | L0
BLACK m 47.4% 21.3% 20.5%

m ] =
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Source: Table 9.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

In 2004,

B Agreater percentage of white victims were female
than were either Hispanic or black victims (32.7
vs. 12.4 and 12.0 percent, respectively).

B A greater percentage of Hispanic and black
victims were aged 18-29 than were white victims
(55.5and 47.4 vs. 26.5 percent, respectively).

B Agreater percentage of white victims were aged
40 and over than were either Hispanic or black
victims (48.1 vs. 14.0 and 20.5 percent,
respectively).

d In 2004, of the victims who were white,
females constituted a higher percentage when
compared to female victims who were
Hispanic or black. White victims tended to be
older, while Hispanic and black victims tended
to be younger.

CRIMES 9
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CRIMES

When homicides were examined by the relationship of
the victim to the offender, it was found that:

In 2004,

48.5 percent of victims were friends or
acquaintances of offenders.

6.1 percent of victims were spouses of
offenders.

6.5 percent of victims were parents or children
of offenders.

3.3 percent of the relationships of victim to
offender fell into the “other relative” category.

35.5 percent of victims were strangers to
offenders.

Comparing 1995 to 2004:

The proportion of homicides in which victims
were friends or acquaintances of offenders
decreased from 52.6 percent to 48.5 percent.

The proportion of homicides in which victims
were strangers to offenders increased from
34.3 percent to 35.5 percent.

d In 2004, where the victim/offender
relationship was known, nearly one-half (48.5

percent) of the victims were killed by friends or

acquaintances.

10 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 2004

Figure 13
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
By Relationship of Victim to Offender
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Figure 14

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004

By Selected Relationships of Victims to Offenders
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Figure 15
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Gender of Victim by Relationship of Victim to Offender
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Source: Table 12.

Figure 16

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Relationship of Victim
to Offender

. 3.6%
WHITE 50.0% 11.4 |10.4 24.7%
1.2%
HISPANIC 50.4% 5.3 38.8%
4.2%

2.8% 4.5%
BLACK 46.9% 39.0%

B [0 [ m @

Friend,  Spouse Parent, Other  Stranger
acquaintance child relative

Source: Table 12.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

In 2004,

B Agreater percentage of female victims were
spouses of offenders (24.5 percent) than were
male victims (1.0 percent).

B Agreater percentage of Hispanic and black
victims were strangers to offenders than were
white victims (38.8 and 39.0 vs. 24.7 percent,
respectively).
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CRIMES

In 2004, Figure 17
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

B The largest percentage of homicide victims Age of Victim by Relationship of Victim to Offender
under 18, aged 18-29, 30-39, and 40 and over —38%
were friends or aquaintances of the offenders UNDER 18 28.0% " 26.9%
(41.2, 55.2, 48.2, and 42.0 percent, 1%
respectively). R (Fo.9%

B A greater percentage of victims aged 40 and 0.4%
over were spouses of the offenders (13.4 o -1.6% )
percent) than were victims in any other age 30-39 48.2% H 40.6%
group shown.
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Source: Table 13.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

d In 2004, 28.0 percent of

homicide victims under age 18 were children
of the offenders. Over 50 percent of
homicide victims aged 18-29 were friends or
acquaintances of the offenders.

12 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 2004





Figure 18 In 2004, 12 of California’s 35 counties with a population of
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004 100,000 or greater exceeded the statewide homicide rate
County by Rate per 100,000 Population of 6.5 per 100,000 population. When grouped:

B Two counties had a homicide rate of 10.0 and
over per 100,000 population.

Siskiyou Modoc B Thirteen counties had homicide rates between 5.0
and 9.9 per 100,000 population.

. B Twenty counties had homicide rates between 0.0
and 4.9 per 100,000 population.

Lassen
B Homicide rates were not calculated for the

remaining 23 counties with populations of less
than 100,000.

d Of the 35 counties for which 2004
homicide rates were calculated, San Francisco
T County experienced the highest rate per
100,000 population (11.1); San Luis Obispo
County experienced the lowest (0.8).

[ 10.0 and over

[]50-99
[ ]oo0-49

|:| Rates not calculated (see Appendix I)

San Diego

Source: Table 14.
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CRIMES

When homicides were examined by season of incident, | Figure 19
it was found that: HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

By Season of Incident
In 2004,

B The incidents leading to death occurred more \%NBEZ{

often in the summer than in any other season
(27.1 percent).

SPRING
25.7%

SUMMER
271%

Source: Table 15.

Figure 20
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004
By Season of Incident
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M From 1995 to 2004, the average number VEAR
. . . . Source: Table 15.
of homicides committed during the summer

exceeded the average number committed
during any other season (see Table 15).

14 HOMICIDE IN CALIFORNIA, 2004



http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb02.pdf

http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb03.pdf



Figure 21 In 2004,
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004 . - .
Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Average Daily Number B An average of 5.8 homicide victims were killed
of Incidents on Weekdays and Weekends each weekday and 8.4 homicide victims were

killed each weekend day.
8.4

B Hispanic victims had the highest average daily
number of incidents on both weekdays and
weekends (2.4 and 3.9, respectively) of any
race/ethnic group shown.

B Victims aged 18-29 had the highest average
daily number of incidents on both weekdays
and weekends (2.5 and 4.3, respectively) of
any age group shown.

3.9

AVERAGE
DAILY NUMBER
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Source: Table 16.

Figure 22

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

Age of Victim by Average Daily Number
of Incidents on Weekdays and Weekends

4.3

- d In 2004, for all race/ethnic groups, the
' highest average daily number of homicide

0.8 i incidents occurred on weekends.
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Source: Table 17.
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CRIMES

When homicides were examined by location of incident,
it was found that:

In 2004,

B 26.5 percent of victims were killed at their
places of residence.

B 43.9 percent of homicides occurred on streets
or sidewalks.

B 29.6 percent of homicides occurred in “all
other” locations.

B The greatest percentage of males (49.6
percent) were killed on streets or sidewalks.

B The greatest percentage of females (59.4
percent) were killed at their places of
residence.

Ij In 2004, males were killed on streets or
sidewalks (49.6 percent) more than anywhere
else.
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Figure 23
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
By Location of Homicide
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Figure 24
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Gender of Victim by Location of Homicide
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Figure 25
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Location of Homicide

WHITE 22.7% 27.4%

HISPANIC 47.6% 31.4%

BLACK 55.6% 26.3%
Vigw's, Sltr:|eet, %I

shared residence sidewalk other

Source: Table 19.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Figure 26
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Age of Victim by Location of Homicide

UNDER 18 43.7% 21.6%
18-29 53.5% 33.0%
30-39 43.0% 29.5%
Vi%‘s, Sgt, %I
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Source: Table 20.

In 2004,

B A greater percentage of whites than Hispanics
or blacks were killed at their places of
residence (49.9 vs. 21.1 and 18.1 percent,
respectively).

B A greater percentage of Hispanics and blacks
were killed on streets or sidewalks than were
whites (47.6 and 55.6 vs. 22.7 percent,
respectively).

B A greater percentage of victims aged 18-29
were killed on streets or sidewalks (53.5
percent) than were victims in any other age
group shown.

B A greater percentage of victims aged 40 and
over were killed at their places of residence
(47.1 percent) than were victims in any other
age group shown.

Ij Of the locations shown, victims aged 40
and over were killed mostly in their
residences, while victims in all other age
groups were killed mostly on streets or
sidewalks.

CRIMES 17



http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb03.pdf

http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb06.pdf

http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb06.pdf



CRIMES

When homicides were examined by type of weapon
used, it was found that:

In 2004,

B 72.6 percent resulted from the use of firearms.

B 61.4 percent resulted from the use of
handguns.

B 11.3 percent resulted from the use of
all other types of firearms.

B 11.8 percent resulted from the use of knives.

B 6.2 percent resulted from the use of personal
weapons (hands, feet, etc.).

B 4.4 percent resulted from the use of blunt
objects (clubs, etc.).

B 5.0 percent resulted from the use of weapons
grouped in the “all other” category.

Comparing 1995 to 2004:

B The proportion of homicides that resulted from
the use of firearms decreased slightly (from
74.0 percent to 72.6 percent).

B The proportion of homicides that resulted from
the use of non-firearms increased (from 26.0
percent to 27.4 percent).
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Figure 27
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
By Type of Weapon Used
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Source: Table 21.

Figure 28
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004
By Selected Types of Weapons Used
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Figure 29
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Gender of Victim by Type of Weapon Used
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Source: Table 22.

Figure 30
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Type of Weapon Used
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Source: Table 22.

In 2004,

B A greater percentage of males (78.0 percent)
were killed with firearms than were females
(45.5 percent).

B A greater percentage of females (54.5 percent)
were killed with non-firearms than were males
(22.0 percent).

B A greater percentage of Hispanics and blacks
were killed with firearms than were whites (76.3
and 82.5 vs. 50.4 percent, respectively).

d In 2004, for victims of the race/ethnic
groups shown, a higher percentage were
killed by a firearm than by any other type of
weapon.
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CRIMES

In 2004,

Bl A greater percentage of victims aged 18-29
were killed with firearms (85.0 percent) than
were victims in any other age group shown.

d In 2004, 85 percent of homicide
victims aged 18-29 were killed with firearms.
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Figure 31
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Age of Victim by Type of Weapon Used
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Source: Table 23.
Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.




http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb11.pdf

http://caag.state.ca.us/cjsc/homi99/tabs/hm99tb11.pdf



Figure 32
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
By Contributing Circumstance
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Source: Table 24.
Note: Percentages do not add to subtotal because of rounding.

Figure 33
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 1995-2004
By Selected Contributing Circumstance
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Source: Table 24.

When homicides were examined by contributing
circumstance, it was found that:

In 2004,

B 7.0 percent occurred as a result of a rape,
robbery, or burglary.

B 42.7 percent occurred as a result of an
argument.

B 7.9 percent occurred as a result of a
domestic violence-related argument.

B 34.9 percent occurred as a result of all
other types of arguments.

33.7 percent were gang-related.
4.2 percent were drug-related.

12.4 percent occurred as a result of “all other”
contributing circumstances.

Comparing 1995 to 2004:

B The percentage of homicides in which the
contributing circumstance was a domestic
violence-related argument increased from 6.1
percent to 7.9 percent.

B The percentage of homicides in which the
contributing circumstance was gang-related
increased from 29.5 percent to 33.7 percent.

B The percentage of homicides in which the
contributing circumstance was drug-related
decreased from 6.5 percent to 4.2 percent.

d In 2004, where the contributing
circumstance was known, 42.7 percent of
homicides were the result of an argument.
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CRIMES

In 2004,

B The greatest percentage of males (39.6

percent) were victims of gang-related homicides.

B The greatest percentage of females (38.7
percent) were victims of domestic violence-
related homicides.
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Figure 34
HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
Gender of Victim by Contributing Circumstance
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Source: Table 25.

Notes: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Figures 32, 35, and 36 include rape with robbery and burglary.
However, for a more relevant comparison between male and
female victims, rape is included in the “all other” category in
Figure 34. In 2004, 1.7 percent of homicide crimes involving
females were rape-related.

Figure 35

HOMICIDE CRIMES, 2004

Race/Ethnic Group of Victim by Contributing
Circumstance
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Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
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OMICIDE CRIMES, 2004
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Note: Percentages may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.

Figure 37
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OMICIDE CRIMES CLEARED, 1995-2004
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Source: Table 28.
Note: A clearance rate is the percentage of crimes (homicides)

reported that have been cleared. It is calculated by dividing the
number of homicides cleared by the number of homicides
reported. The result is multiplied by 100. Please see “Appendix
Il - Criminal Justice Glossary” for a detailed explanation of
clearances.

In 2004,

B The majority of homicide victims under age 5
were killed as a result of child abuse (90.6
percent).

B The majority of homicide victims aged 5-17 and
aged 18-29 were killed as a result of gang- or
drug-related activities (59.6 and 52.4 percent,
respectively).

B The greatest percentage of homicide victims
aged 30-39 and aged 40 and over were Kkilled
as a result of argument-related conflicts (39.8
and 49.6 percent, respectively).
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